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October 11. 2003 

Coinmissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I an,,writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoptlon of DTV 
k robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-recaption equipment w i l l  enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment In DTV-capable receivers and other equlpment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

T iilot hy Ta 1 bert 
1807 Ellis Rd NW Apt 3 
Cedar Rapids. IA 52405 
USA 
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October 28. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NU 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what- consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investnent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Of er Fuchs 
23620 Coolidge Hwy 
Oak Park. HI 48237 
USA 
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Ocrober I1.2003 

Commissioner Michael I C o p p  
Fedflal Communications CmnmissiOn 
445  12th Sweet, NW 
Washhgton, D C 20554 

Dear h4ichael Capps, 

1 am URitq to voice my opposition to m y  FCC.mandnted adoption of "broadcart flq" technolo~y for d&td television As a conimer 
and citizen, I feel swon@y that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

9 robust, competitive market for c o n m e r  electronics mwt be rooted in manufactum' nMty to innovate fm theL customers nUo&g 
movie studios to veto featwen of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new productp they cm 
creare %P will result in producm that don't mcesmily reflect what c m m  like me n d u d y  want m d  it could r e d t  in me be% 
charged more money fm infairu f a n c b d i y  

If the FCC issues n broadcart @ mandsts. I would adually bc him likely to mnks M invrntmncnt in DTV-capnble receiven and other 
equipment I w i l l  not pay more for device8 that limit my righu nt the behelt of Hollywood Plenie do not mandate broadcart flng 
technology for digital televbion l hnk  you for your time 

Smcerely, 

william ArlofpLi 
8 Joray Rd 
Sharon, (3T 06069 
LISA 
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October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Michlel J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commlssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michiel Copps, 

I am wnung to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcast flaf technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and amen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovatton, consumer 
n ~ h t s ,  and the ultimate adopaon of DTV. 

A robus\ compehhve market for consumer elcctrorucr must be rooted m manufacturers' ablLty to innovate for 
their customers. AUounngmople studtos to veto features of DTVrecephon equipmentwll enable the s t u d o s  to 
tell technologsts what no, products they can creats. 11LLs will result m products that don't necesaanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually wan$ and it could result in me bemg charged more money for infenor 
functiondity. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less L M y  to make an investment m DTV-capable 
Leceivets and other equipment. I d not pay more for devlccr that l m t  my u g h  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for c@td television. Thank you for your tune. 

Smcerely. 

Ryan Osbom 
739 N High St Apt C 
Columbus, OH 43215 
USA 
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Oclober 22, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Deaf Mlchael copps, 

I am wrltlng to Voice my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cRIzen, I feel strongly that such n pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A Inbust, compettlve market for consumer electrnnlcs must be rooted In manufacturers8 abllw to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to vcto features of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos M tell technologlsts 
what new produch they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonamy 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely 

Gregory Plnem 
20 Lambourne Road 
Apartment 318 
Towson, MD 21204 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Communicauons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I un wnmg to voice my opposiuon to any FCC-manhted adopuon of "broadcart flag" technology for distal 
telernsion As a consumer m d  nbzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for InnouaQOn, consumer 
tights, and the ulumate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuuve market for consumer dectro~cs muit be rooted m mmufacturers' ihhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon eqmpment wl l  mable the rtud~os to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. n u s  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
whst consumers Lke me actually want, and it could result m me bemg chnrged more money for infenor 
~Uncaondly. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mmdnte, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment m Drn-capable 
receivers m d  other equipmmt. I d not pay more for dences that Lrmt my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for & p i  television. Thank you for your bme. 

Sincerely, 

Sanford Olson 
226 Randolph Dr Apt 116B 
Madson, WI 53117 
USA 
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October 28. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I a m  wrklng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ol"broadcast flag" technology for dlgital telwlslon AS a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy m u l d  be bad lor Innovation, consumer rlghts. and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of O n /  

A robusr, cornpetkbe marKet for consumer electronics m u s t  be rooted In manutsffurers' ablllty to Innovate b r  thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new product3 they can create Thb wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellrctwhat consumers Ilk@ me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor funfflonallty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuelly be less llkely to make an Investment In ON-capable recelvers 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghta at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandare 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta tdevlalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

John Baker 
BOX 16501 
Austln, TX 78761 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcihons Commiirion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wrshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am w n m g  to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mmdnted dophon of "broadcart flag" technology for CLgtd 
telewsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate idophon of DTV. 

.i robust, compehhve market for consumer elcctromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abilty to innovate for 
their customers. AUowng movie stud100 to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the stuchor to 
tell technoloBsts what new products they can create. T x s  d l  result m products that dop't necessanly reflect 
whLt consumers like me sctually want, and it could result in me bmng chnrged more money for infenor 
funchonllity. 

If  &e FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to mnke an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I w U  not pay more for devlces that h u t  my nghts at the behest of H o U p o o d  
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flag tedrnology for & p a l  television. 'Ihank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

B q m i n  Powell 
8951 Hubbard St #3 
Culver City, CA 90232 
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J C o p s  
Federd Communications Commwdon 
445 12th Sbeet, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I un wiitrng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hadcpst tb@ technology for %tal televinion .& n ConsUnier 
and citizen, I feel stroiigly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c m m  wts, and the ultimate ndoption of W 

9 robust, competitive market for coniumer electronics must be rooted in manufncturm' ability to h o v n t e  for their customers Auowing 
movie studios to veto feature, of DTV-reception equipmerit will a b l e  the mdioo to tell technologists what new producul they can 
cceute This wdl result in products thnt don't necessdy  reflect what c ~ m m  like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for mferior functioMtity 

If the FCC issues n brondcast tlag mandPt8. I would a d y  be le00 likely to makt en inveltmat in DTV-cap& seceivm and other 
equipment I will not pay more for dcvices thnt limit my r&t. nt the behest of Hollywood P l t ~ e  do not mandate brondcast flag 
technology for digital television Thsnk you for y o u  time 

Sincerelb, 

Bobby W r m  
1815 PecanCtrove 
Carrollton, TX 75001 
USA 



C a g e  1 of 

October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Mxchael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I a m  wnhng to voice my oppotmon to MY FCC-rnmdated ndophon of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtd 
telerrision. As a consumer and nnzen, I feel st~ongiy that such a poky would be b d  for movs.bon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

h robust. compeahve market for consumer decaomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a u t y  to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movle stu&os to veto features of DTV-recepnon equipment wll enable the studros to 
tell technoloprtr what new products they can create. ' l h s  d result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
whit consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me bong charged more money for infenor 
funchondty. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for dencer that lrmit my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtd telmsion. 'Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

hchard McGowen 
1013 Belvedere Court 
Fort Colhns, CO 80525 
USA 
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October 28,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicntions Commisdon 
445  12th Street, NW 
Wnuhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I mi h t i n g  to voice my oppooition to any FCC-mendnted adoption of '%ro~dcnd flag" technology for &tal television As a consumer 
arid citizen, I feel strongly that such n policy would be bnd for hovntion, C O M U ~ ~  rightr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

.4 robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electmica m u t  be rooted in manufncturero' ability to innovate for their cutomers l l o m n g  
movie studios to veto feature, of DTV-rcceptioa equipment will nnable the rmdioi to tell technologirts whnt new products they can 
create This will renult in producu thnt don't necti idy reflect whnt conmmm like me actuauy wnnt, and it could r e d t  in me bemg 
charged more money for infezior functionplity 

If the FCC issueu a brondcast t lq  mmdnte. I would schlauy be less likely to make M inverbnent in DN-capnble receivers and other 
equipment I rvill not pny more for device0 thnt limit my rights nt the behert of Hollywood Pleaie do not mandate broadcast llq 
reclmology for digital televiuion W you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Eric Peetem 
5425 Benva Ridge Dr 
Fori Worth, TX 76137 
USA 
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October I 1,  2003 

Cornmissloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast llag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that auch a pollcy would be bad tor Innovstlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon of D N  

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studios to veto features el DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stud103 to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thli wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehgrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcas that llmtl my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal tdevLBbn Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Rlck Avant 
13411 Wakewood Dr 
San Antonlo, TX 78233 
USA 
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October 28,2003 

Commiss~oner Michael J C ~ p p i  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, Mu 
Wadlmgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

1 am h a n g  to voice my opposikn to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart tlq" technology for digid telerkion As a coniumer 
and c i b n ,  1 feel atcongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for innovet io~ c o n m e r  rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrrmics murt ba rooted in manufactured 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-recEptiw equipment wUI enable the rmdion to tell technolDgim whnt new products they can 
create nus will renult in products that dw't n e c e i s d y  reflect whnt c o m m  like me n d y  wmt, and it could r e d t  in me bemg 
charged more money far infeios func t iod ty  

If die FCC issuen a broadcast flag mandntc, I would n c W y  be l e i s  likely to mnke an invemimcnt in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pny more for device# that limit my rights at the behert of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television Thank you far your time 

Sincerely, 

Sean Emmpson 
27361 Sicm Hwy #E3 
Canyon Country, CA 91351 
USA 

to innovate for their customere Allowing 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital televislon As a consumer and cltizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would he had for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
illore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S 1 ncerel y 

Joel Anderson 
9 4 5  East Sterling Drive 
Spanish Fork. UT 8 4 6 6 0  
USA 



Mark Cappuccio 
90 W clland St 
Apt 102 
ELizabeth NJ 07202 

Comnussioner Michael I. C q p s  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Deaar Comnussioner Mchael J. Copps. 

Thousands of American c o n s m r s  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-source software. adoption ofthe broadcast flag 
will mean I a m  unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively chwse the sofcware licenses or computer operating sysrens 
that constuners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opn-source sofiwille ale 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Thew conuibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes qen-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodiilators and demodulators. preventmg opnsource  programmers from innovatmg in field of digtal 
conmumcations techtuques used by television. 

Most Americans assumid that when television k c m  digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progrunming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibillty in the ways consumers x e  
able IO watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therzfore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to ndmg it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source sohare. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the diptal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely . 
Mark Cappuccio 

1 
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October 2 8 ,  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
415 12th Street, NW 
Uashington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad f o r  innovation, consumer riqhts, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
t h a t .  don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and i t  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equiplent I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

tla t thew Morgan-May 
1 2 3 3 2 B  14th Ave NE 
Seattle. WA 98125 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Mtchael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Comrmrsion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wash~ngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  wnnng to voice my opposiaon to my FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadcast flq" technology for &gtd 
televlrion. A5 a consumer and cIhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghrs, and the ulhmate ndophon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpetlbve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in mmufacturets' a b h y  to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng mome studos to veto features of DTV-rccephon eqmpment wll enable the studos to 
tell technologsts what nmv products they can create, l h s  vnll result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actunllywan< md it could result m me bnng chugad more money for infenor 
funchondy. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flq mandate, I would actually be less Lkaly to mnke m investment m IYTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I d not pay more for devices that Lnut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast flag technology for &@tal televinon. Thmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Giese 
42 Crown Ct 
Powder Spnngs, GA 30127 
CSA 
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October 27, 2003 

Cnmmlssloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppasnlon to any FCCmandated adaptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon ps a 
consumer and citlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy wnuld be bad ?or Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the Ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcr must be ro&d In manuhcturen' ablltly to Innovate for thelr 
cu9tomers Allowlng mevle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlrts 
what new produch they can create Thls wlll result In produrn that don't necessarlly reflect what conwmers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlortunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or dwlcas that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlghl blevlslon mank you tor your tlme 

Sincerely 

Joseph Manganello 
400 North Maln St 
Ansonla, CT 06401 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be b0d for InnevPtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW 

A rObus7, competbtve market for consumer electronlcs must be roated In manuheturers' abllny to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veto faaturea of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new producb they can create Thlr will result In product$ that don't necesrarlly reflect what consumem llke me 
actually want, and t could rerult In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DTv-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Darrell Vanaman 
3333 S Wadsworth Blvd Unlt &I04 PMB 49 
PMB 49 
Lakewood, CO 80227 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Ihchael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  wntmg to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated d o p a o n  of "broadcnrt flag' technology for dgtd 
television. As a consumer and ohzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehuve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' a h l i y  to innovate for 
their  customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment will enable the studos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. l h s  d result m products thit don't necessnnly reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, and it could result m me b m g  chvged more money for infenor 
funchonnlity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and othei equipment. I wrll not pay more for dences that Lrmt my n&tr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcist flag t&ology for d i g d  television. Tnank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

James R I ~  
557 Creekview Dnve 
Pelham, AL 35124 
USA 



Ocrober 28, 2003 

Commissioner Mchad J. Coppr 
Federal Comrnumcahons Cornso ion  
445 12th Street, NW 
Wishmngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I rm wnhng to voice my opporihon to any F-i-mandated adophon of "broadcart flng" technology for dtgtal 
telewsion. As a conrumer and uhzen, I feel otrondy that ruch a pohcyvould be bad for inovahon, consumer 
right,. and the ulhrnste adophon of DTV. 

A tobust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacrurers' ibihty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie smdlos to veto feamres of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the 5 t d O 5  to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his  wll result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could result in me bemg charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mmdnte, I would actually be le55 hkdy to make 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for denccr that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tedrnology for 

Sincerely, 

IGvm I<osrnlch 
43213 kbboncrest Terrace 
Ashbum, VA 20147 
USA 

investment m W - c a p a b l e  

telension. Thank you for your m e .  
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October I 1, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my oppooltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and CRlZen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competlttde market for coniurner electmnlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Al lwlng movle dudlor to VeM features or DN-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the stud109 to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't neceirarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and N could result In me belng charged more money lor  lnlerlorfunctlonelky 

If the FCC Issue9 a brOadca9t flag mandate, I would amally be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywand Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

slncerely, 

Kevln Vldell 
3813 Tram PI 
Modesto, t A  95357 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michiel J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast flog' technology for dgtd 
telension. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcyvould be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulamate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for conrumar electromcs must be rooted m manufacmrers' nbdity to innovate for 
their customers. A l l o w g  movie smdtos to veto feature9 of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the studios to 
tell technolo~sts what new products thny can C I E U ~ ~ .  This wll result in products that don't necessrnly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly W M ~  nnd it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would .~ctudy be less likely to makc an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that l m t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mvldate broadcast flag technology for &@tal tclmsion. Thank you for your bmc. 

Sincerely, 

Josh Medley 
4321 St. Domuuc 
Samt Ann, MO 63074 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Breet, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmnndated adoptlon of"br0adcapt flag" technology lor dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad b r  Innovstlon, consumer rlghb. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ni DTV 

A robust competittde market for conrumer eledronlcs must be rooted In manutadurer# ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customer9 Allowlng mwle studlos to veto h a t u n r  d DN-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the rtudlos to tell technologists 
what new produrn, they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money ?or Inferlor func t lona l~  

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetders 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgllal talwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Paul Suds 
2208 N Sacramento 
13 
Chlcago, lL 60647 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michiel J. Coppr 
Federal Communicaaons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Warhmgon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michid Copps, 

I a m  wabng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated idoption of "broadcirt flag'' technology for d p t d  
telension. As i consumer and ahzen, I feel strondy that such a pohcywould be bid for innovation, consumer 
nghts. and the ultlmate idopaon of DTV. 

h robust, competluve mirket for consumer electromcs must be rooted in mmuficturers' abBty to m o v i t e  for 
their customers. ,4Uowig mome sNdro5 to veto features of DTV-recephon eqlupment will enable the studms to 
tell technologsts what new products they C M  create. ? h ~ s  wll result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me a c i d l y  wmt, m d  it could result m me bang charged more money for infenor 
funchondiq. 

IT the FCC mues u broadcast flag mandnte, I would nctunlly be less kkely to mpke m investment m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I will not pay more for devlcer that Lmt my nghtr it  the behest of Hollywood. 
Pleire do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtd television. Thmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Tules White 
PO Box 428 
Montrose, AL 36559 
USA 


